
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION4 

Mr. James A. Santory, Director 
Environmental Health and Safety 
Calgon Carbon Corporation 
500 Calgon Carbon Drive 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15205 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960 

FEB l 3 2009 

SUBJ: Notice of Acceptability under the CERCLA Off~Site Rule 
Calgon Carbon Corporation- Big Sandy Plant 
EPA ID Number KYD 005 099 923 

Dear Mr. Santory: 

Via Email and 
First Class Mail 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 4, has made an affirmative 
determination of acceptability for the receipt of Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) wastes at the Calgon Carbon Corporation (Calgon), 
Big Sandy Plant (the "Facility") located at US Route 23 South in Catlettsburg, Kentucky. The 
CERCLA Off-Site wastes to which this Notice of Acceptability applies are defmed as those 
wastes generated as a result of activities authorized pursuant to, or funded by, CERCLA. The 
receipt of these CERCLA wastes by facilities is regulated by the Off-Site Rule (OSR), 
40 C.P.R. § 300.440. 

On July 3, 2008, EPA issued a Notice of Unacceptability (NOU) to Calgon making the 
Facility unacceptable for the receipt of CERCLA Off-Site waste 60 days after the date of the 
letter. The NOU alleged that there were 30 items of violations at the Facility of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Pursuant to the OSR, Calgon requested an informal 
conference with EPA. Prior to and at the conference, Calgon provided written documentation on 
all of the 30 items detailing the actions that the company had taken or was taking to come into 
compliance. Based upon Calgon's submittal of the initial set of written documents, its 
presentation at the informal conference, and its subsequent submittal of documents, 
conununications and discussions with EPA, EPA granted two extensions with a fmal extension 
extending the determination of unacceptability until February 11, 2009. The fmal extension was 
based upon Calgon completing the "Certification of Closure of the Furnace Feed Tank." On 
January 22,2009, Calgon submitted said certification and thereby has returned to physical 
compliance for the alleged items of violations and/or releases in the NOU. 

In addition, Calgon has agreed that it will continue to manage the bag house dust 
generated by the Carbon Regeneration Unit's air pollution control system and the spent material 
from the venturi scrubber, as hazardous waste. In addition, Calgon agrees that it will not sell nor 
transport to any facility other than a permitted Subtitle C treatment, storage or disposal facility, 
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the carbon sediment dredged from its storm water lagoons. Calgon by its above agreement is not 
waiving its rights to assert what it believes to be the correct interpretation ofEPA rules as to 
either of the materials described in this paragraph. 

Therefore, subject to the paragraph above, Calgon's Big Sandy Plant is determined to be 
acceptable for the receipt of CERCLA Off-Site waste upon the date of this Notice of 
Acceptability. 

Please note that this determination is subject to the accuracy and completeness of the 
information provided by both facility representatives and regulatory personnel. Additionally, 
EPA would like to make it clear that this affirmative determination of acceptability does not, and 
cannot, grant any facility the right or authority to exceed any conditions of its permits or licenses, 
receive any waste not allowed by its permits or licenses; or violate any local, state or federal law, 
rule, regulation or ordinance. Specifically, this determination does not supersede, limit, conflict 
with or set aside the requirements of any environmental program. 

Should any new information affecting this determination develop, EPA reserves its right 
to revisit this decision. Please note that the CERCLA Off-Site status for a facility is dynamic in 
nature'and is subject to change. If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact 
Michael Newton of my staff at (404) 562-9567. 

Sincerely, 

!I 
A. Stanley Meiburg 
Acting Regional Administrator 

cc: John P. Englert, Esquire 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart Preston Gates Ellis LLP 
Valerie Hudson, Acting Commissioner, KDEP 
Anthony R. Hatton, Director, Division of Waste Management, KDEP 
Jeffery Cummins, Acting Director, Division of Enforcement, KDEP 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION4 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960 

- () .. 
John P. Englert, Esquire 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart Preston Gates Ellis ll.P 
Henry W. Oliver Building 
535 Smithfield Street 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15222-2312 

Dear Mr. Englert: 

2009 

Via Email and 
First Class Mail 

This letter is in response to your letter of January 6, 2009, requesting a further 
extension of the date of unacceptability of the Calgon Carbon Corporation - Big Sandy 
Plant (Calgon). Pursuant to the previous extension' of time granted, Calgon will become 
unacceptable on January 9, 2009, unless this additional extension is granted. During the 
previous two extensions of time granted, Calgon has corrected all but one of the violations cited 
in the Notice ofUnacceptability, i.e., EPA Item 17 relating to closure of the furnace feed tank 
that Calgon removed from service. For that remaining violation, Calgon has committed to 
complete the actions necessary to correct that violation within the next 30 calendar days. 

EPA hereby grants a final extension of the date of unacceptability until 
February 11, 2009. On or before that date, Calgon shall submit a certification that Calgon has 
completed the action described above to: 

Caroline Y. F. Robinson, Chief 
RCRA and OPA Enforcement and Compliance Branch 
RCRA Division 
U.S. EPA- Region 4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303-8960 

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact Michael Newton, 
Associate Regional Counsel, at (404) 562-9567. 

Sincerely, 

J. I. Palmer, Jr. 
Regional Administrator 

cc: Anthony R. Hatton, KDEP. Director, Division of Waste Management 
Jeffery Cummins, KDEP, Acting Director, Division of Enforcement 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION4 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303·8960 

NOV -3 2008 

1 ohn P. Englert, Esquire 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart Preston Gates Ellis LLP 
Henry W. Oliver Building 
535 Smithfield Street 
Pittsburgh, PeiUlSylvania 15222-2312 

Dear Mr. Englert: 

This letter is in response to your letter of October 28, 2008, requesting a further extension 
of the date of unacceptability of the Calgon Carbon Corporation - Big Sandy Plant (Calgon). 
Pursuant to the first extension of time, Calgon will become unacceptable on November 3, 2008, 
unless this additional extension is granted. During the first extension of time, Calgon corrected 
most of the violations cited in the Notice of Unacceptability. For the remaining violations, 
Calgon has committed to actions that will address the violations but needs additional time to 
implement those actions. 

EPA hereby grants an extension of the date of unacceptability until January 9, 2009, 
provided Calgon complies with the following conditions: 

1. If there are any delays in the schedules provided to EPA for the planned work on the 
hazardous spent carbon storage tank vent system, the development of the React furnace 
feed batch testing program, and the permit modification submittals, Calgon shall by no 
later than the next business day notify EPA by telephone of such delay, the steps Calgon 
is taking to minimize the delay and when the delay will end. A written report shall be 
submitted within two business days. 

2. Calgon shall simultaneously submit to EPA and the Kentucky Department for 
Environmental Protection a copy of all permit modification submittals and related 
documents. 

3. On December 17, 2008, Calgon shall submit to EPA a status report on the planned work 
on the hazardous spent carbon storage tank vent system and the development of the 
React furnace feed batch testing program. 

4. At the same time that it submits its status report, Calgon shall provide EPA with copies 
of all manifests for shipments of soda ash residue, bag house residue and/or lagoon 
sediments that have occurred since September 1, 2008. 
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Notifications and submittals to EPA shall be made to: 

William Kappler 
North Enforcement and Compliance Section 
RCRA and OPA Enforcement and Compliance Branch 
RCRA Division 
U.S. EPA- Region 4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Stree~ SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303-8960 
404-562-8498 

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact Michael Newton, 
Associate Regional Counsel at (404) 562-9567. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Anthony R. Hatton, KDEP. DirecJor, Division of Waste Management 
Susan Green, KDEP, Director, Division of Enforcement 



CALCJOM CARBON CORPORATION 

August 14, 2008 

VIA E-MAIL AND FEDEX 

Mr. Edmond Burks 

P.O. Box 717 • Pittsburgh, PA 15230-0717 • 412.787.6700 
www.calgoncarbon.com 

PH: 412.787.6838 
FX: 412.787.6717 

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4 
Sam Nunn Atlnnta Fedeml Center 
61 Forsyth Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960 

Rc: CERCLA Off-Site Rule Notice ofUnacceptability 
Calgon Carbon Corporation- Big Sandy Plant 
EPA ID Number KYD 005 099 923 

Dear Mr. Burks: 

I enclose for your review CaJgon Carbon Corporation's written comments on the 
above-referenced Notice ofUnacceptability that we received on July 14, 2008. The 
Notice identified 30 items of noncompliance, of which 5 are identified as releases of 
hazardous waste. We believe that the enclosed responses address at least 20 of the 
noncompliance items, either fully or on and interim bnsis, with pennnnent measures 
pending detennination of whether a modification of the Part B permit will be required. 1 

The five items identified as involving releases ofbElZLlfdous wllSte are among those that 
we believe have been addressed, and there are no ongoing releases. 

The remaining 1 0 items wnrrnnt further discussion to determine what actions are 
necessary to either address EPA's concern or to docwnent that the concerns have been 
addressed. Seveml of these items involve issues unique to carbon reactivation, and 
severaJ others involve inspection forms that differ from those in the latest version of the 
Part B permit, which is almost 13 years old. 

We have provided written responses to each of the issues. Wh~:re appropriate, we 
have provided supporting documentation. As directed by EPA Counsel Deborah 
Benjamin through our outside coWlsel, we have incorporated by reference infonnation 

1 The items we believe have been fully addressed are: I, 3-8, 10-13, 16, 20-22 and 30. The items addressed 
on on interim basis, with permanent measures pending determination of whether a pcnnil modification is 
required nrc: 2, 9, 14 and 17. We would like to discuss the remaining items (J 5, 18, 19, and 23-29) with 
I!PA to determine appropriate measures to address these issues. 



that was previously provided to EPA. We nsk that EPA consider such infonnation as if it 
is fully stated in the responses. 

We are providing these comments in advance of our meeting on August 25, 2008, 
with the hope that we can quickly agree on many of the items raised in the Notice, and 
focus attention on the remaining items. We expect that EPA may disagree with some of 
our detenninations, but ask that in such cases we focus on identifying the specific 
infonnation or actions that will resolve the issue. We would also like to discuss the 
relevance of the violations and releases identified in the Notice to the Reactivation 
Plant's acceptability to receive CERCLA Offsitc Rule wastes. 

Given the short period of time between our meeting on August 25, and the 
September 1 effective date for the Unacccptability Determination (only four business 
days), Calgon renews its request for a 60 day extension to allow time after the meeting to 
resolve nny remaining issues. 

We look forward to your prompt response and to our meeting on August 25th. 

Very truly yours, 

~=~b 
Director - Environmental, Health, and Safety 

cc: Deborah S. Benjamin, Esquire (with enclosure) 
William Kappler (with enclosure) 



K&L IGATES 

July 25, 2008 

VIA E-MAIL AND MAIL 

Mr. Edmond Burks 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Region4 
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 
61 Forsyth Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960 

Kirkpatrick & lockhart Preston Gates Ellis UP 

Henry W. Oliver Building 
535 Smithfield Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-2312 

r 412.355.6500 www.klgates.com 

John P. Englert 

D 412.355.8331 
F 412.355.6501 
john.englert@klgates.com 

Re: CERCLA Of-Site Rule Notice ofUnacceptability 
Calgon Carbon Corporation - Big Sandy Plant 
EPA ID Number KYD 005 099 923 

Dear Mr. Burks: 

On behalf of Calgon Carbon Corporation I am requesting an extension to the 
effective date of the above-referenced Unacceptability Determination. Calgon is requesting this 
extension because of delays in receiving notification of the Unacceptability Determination and in 
scheduling the informal conference with EPA. 

Calgon first learned that a CERCLA Unacceptability Determination letter was 
going to be issued during a telephone call from Caroline Robinson of EPA Region 4 to 
James Santory, Calgon's Director of Environmental Safety and Health on July 3, 2008. At the 
time Mr. Santory was on vacation and had to be reached on his cell phone. By July 14, Calgon 
still had not received the Unacceptability Determination. That afternoon Mr. Santory informed 
Ms. Robinson of this via e-mail, and requested an informal conference to discuss the 
Unacceptability Determination. Late that afternoon Ms. Robinson replied to Mr. Santory's 
e-mail, accepting his request for a meeting and transmitting an electronic version of the 
Unacceptability Determination letter. This was Calgon's first opportunity to review the contents 
of the letter, and it was then that Calgon learned that the letter was dated July 3, 2008. The letter 
was finally delivered by Certified Mail on July 16, with the postmark indicating that it had not 
been mailed until July 9, 2008. 

Also on July 14, I submitted a letter on behalf of Calgon to Deborah Benjamin, 
requesting a meeting with EPA to discuss the Unacceptability Determination. Ms. Benjamin 
responded via e-mail on July 15 that she was determining the availability of the EPA 
representatives and would contact me with proposed dates and times for a meeting. On July 22, 
Ms. Benjamin called to inform me that the earliest EPA could meet with Calgon to discuss this 



K&L !GATES 

Edmond Burks 
July 25, 2008 
Page 2 

matter was August 25, 2008 at 10:30 A.M. Given no earlier options, Calgon accepted that 
meeting date. 

As it now stands, Calgon will not have the opportunity to meet with EPA to 
discuss the Unacceptability Determination until 53 days into the 60 day period provided in the 
notification letter. That leaves only four business days and only six calendar days until the 
Unacceptability Determination goes into effect on September 1, 2008. Clearly that is not enough 
time for Calgon or EPA to follow-up on issues discussed during the meeting that could obviate 
the need for the Unacceptability Determination. Accordingly, Calgon is requesting an 
additional 60 days, to October 31, 2008, to demonstrate that the spent carbon reactivation facility 
at Calgon's Big Sandy Plant is acceptable to continue receiving CERCLA Off-site Rule wastes. 

JPE/tah 

cc: 

We look forward to your prompt response. 

Deborah S. Benjamin, Esquire 
William Kappler 

Very truly yours, 



. , 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION4 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA GEORGIA 30303-8960 

JUl -3 3Xl8 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mr. James A. Santory 
Director - Environmental, Health and Safety 
Calgon Carbon Corporation 
Post Office Box 717 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15230-0717 

RE: CERCLA Off-Site Rule: Notice of Unacceptability for Calgon Carbo~ Corporation - Big Sandy Plant 
EPA ID Number KYD 005 099 923 

Dear Mr. Santoa-y: 

"'; ...... \~'" ,, ... ~ .!· ~l;.t.i .. vl~U d1:~t rhc ~ . This letter is t~ notify you t~~t the U.S. E?vironmental Pro!~c~i~p~ ~g~pcy,.(_~ f). ·y ~; ~;:·~ .• ~n,~{i!ors:: ~~1;; Regton 4, has determmed that cond1hons may extst ~t the Calgon C~bon}C.9rporn~,?.~ - B~g ~· J~;fl ~:-~¥~t~~ 6 Sandy Pl~t (~~lgon) located at US Route 2~ South m Catlettsbur~. Ken~cky, ~h~c~~Jl.Y . ~ ~U~ i~~~~ ;~~:··~~~ ;...• render thts facthty un~cceptable _for_ t~e recetpt of the Compre~enstv~ E?Vtr<?nm~~ ~ " ~~ ,..,,\;~~l1 ~0.m:.;_ ~r.,.i . Response, Cqmp_ensatton, and Liabthty Act (CERCLA) Off-Stte R'\t~. (g~;~) -~~~·~h~.f. ~'id:·~:; •Jt"i.-!<!<.'.··~n.: OSR waste to w~i~~ this Noti_ce ofUnacceptability applies is defiJ!.e<J; ~Jh,af.~.~-~e, gf!Q~a~d. ··~~·~\~ B~l-''~~~~·: ·~. as a result of activ~t~~s a~thonzed pursuant to, or funded by, CER<;~. Tti~,r<t~etpt of S!;lCh ~hii.\\~•.i \1;., ~:..~ u OSR waste by facthtles ts regulated .. by the OSR found at 40 CFR §jOO:f~~O~ and· at 58 ·~I}·,.. t,~·tlhirt~~~..,-: ·"I 182pages49200-49218,Septemb~22, 1993. - - - ··-t• .. r.--
.. . This determinatiOn Of unacceptabiJity Will beCOme effeCtiVe ~0 .,£.al.endUr a_· ayS, fr,· ~~ ?•.;t '-~:~j_ :~~ •,) r'C -~~ - - • ~· ~'"1.\.f' ~· 

the date on this notice if EPA finds t,hat the relevant violations and/or .releases alleged· in this : notice are continuing. 1f this notice goes into effect, the Calgon facility in Catlettsburg, Kentucl<"y, will remain unacceptable for thl' receipt of OSR waste until such time as EPA notifies the owner/operator otherwise. 

On September 20 and 21, 2005, EPA and the Kentucky Department for Environmental Protection (KYDEP) conducted a multi-media inspection at the Calgon facility located in Catlettsburg, Ke~tucky. EPA has mailed to you a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) inspection report (the EPA report) detailing the findings from that inspection. Additionally, EPA issued Calgon two Information Requests pursuant to Section 3007 ofRCRA on November 16,2005, and May 25,2006. EPA and Calgon representatives met on April 17, 2007, and December 10, 2007, to discuss the findings of the inspection. Calgon submitted its written response to EPA's inspection findings in April, May, June, and December 2007. The EPA report, the 3007 letters with your answers, and your written responses are hereby incorporated by reference. 
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The EPA report, in conjunction with the two 3007letters, and written responses reveal the following relevant violations and/or releases: 

(I) In the Thaw Building inspectors found 69 containers that were not marked with the date storage began. (See pages 6 and 7 of the EPA report.) Those 69 containers represent approximately 75 tons of hazardous waste that was not properly marked pursuant to Pennit Condition 11.1.9, 40 CFR §268.50, and 401 KAR 37:050 Section I (b)( I). 

(2) Two 20,000 gallon containers stored in the Thaw Building are not permitted for storage in this building. (See page 7 of the EPA report.) This violates Pennit Condition II.I.l.b. 

(3) The concrete containment system in the Thaw Building was observed to have cracks, and the previously repaired cracks were discovered to have deteriorated. (See pages 6 and 7 of the EPA report.) This condition does not meet the requirements to have an impervious barrier between the waste and the environment to contain leaks, spills, and accumulated precipitation as required hy Pennit Conditions II.I.6, 40 CFR §264.175(b)(l) cl!ld 40i KAR 34:180 Section 6(2)(a). 

, • ...... .-~.-:; .. ,\,.. ··: \.r -~.u:: t h (4) The deteriorated condition of the Thaw Building concrete cqntaiJlllleilt systeqt ... -·::.:~· .~ 1l·.,::~- _ demonstrates that this. system has not been maintained to minimize P..~'po~~W\~t)r of'a~d~~~ ;~~'"' {~·\: .~ or n~n-sudden rel~as~ of~_azardous waste or hazardous waste cons,.ttt\IJW~ tq thtpoij-as . • · -: h\: ~, ::~r~;_,f..' requrr~d by Permtt Condttion li.C.1, 40 CFR §264.31 and 40 l KAR ]'4:630. Section 2. (See · '' · · •' · · · { page. 7 of th~ J;P A report.) "'. 'f< • ·--- :. 
( ' "":'- . 

...~~- ~ ., --;1'('" • . ,·, .. , 
.;.,· fl! 11" ~4 .;,!,,.~ ....... r,~ .. ~-!:" .. ~ ··::-.. ·(~'i ·~ 'lwthe Carbon Regeneration Unit Container Storage Yard insnectnrs·fuund t,.,.K ' . :.r.~!lr-1:1-= ·!1.· ~-.1':\ 1_ -::·, 

:l..! 
-~:;.- 't· ~ --~ '':"~~ n ~~I". ·w .1·•:1S"'"~-i·t:, J O'bO-pound containers of hazardous waste that were not marked wi•1- the' <taf~'*Q. hii~"t · 1 ... fr .. rm:m '·'· ··'' 1 ' . 
'¥ ,n• ~· ~ It: -i"'t ·~·~ l fh;• began. (See page 8 .of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit 'Condition Ii].9~ . '> ~: ···.l. 1·· .-''-~.,.: .., :··· 40 CFR §268.50, and 401 KAR 37:050 Section I (b)( I). 1'. ; ... 't , , ~ , ...... .... ,__"' .J 

• ~ 
G. -(6) In the Car}Jon Regeneration U..nit Container Storage Yard; which is apermiUed outdoor storage area, inspectors observed cracks in the paving, and discovered that the r~nirs to previously repaired cracks had deteriorated. (See page 8 efthe EPA report.) This condition does not meet the requirements to have an impervious barrier between the waste and the environment to contain leaks, spills, and accumulated precipitation as required by Permit Conditions ll.l.6, 40 CFR §264.175(b)(l) and 401 KAR 34:180 Section 6(2)(a). 

(7) The deteriorated condition of the paving for the Carbon Regeneration Unit Container Storage Yard demonstrates that this paving has not been maintained to minimize the possibility of a sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents to the soil as required by Permit Condition ILC.l, 40 CFR §264.31 and 401 K.AR 34:030 Section 2. (See page 8 of the EPA report.) 

2 
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(8) In the 90 Day or Less Accumulation Area, inspectors observed a release of hazardous waste from a container marked, "Hazardous Waste." (See page 9 of the EPA report.) Furnace hearth slag had spilled from a 20- to 30-cubic yard container onto and near to cracks in the paved surface. Both the release of hazardous waste and the cracks in the paved surface are a violation of Permit Condition II.C.1, 40 CFR §264.31 and 401 KAR 34:030 Section 2 which require this storage area to be maintained to minimize the possibility of a sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents to the soil. Additionally, this constitutes a release of hazardous waste. 

(9) Releases ofhazardous waste from the open vents of tanks D-701, D-702 and D-704 ofthe permitted Hazardous Waste Tanks in Area B were discovered by inspectors. (See page 12 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit Condition II.C.l, 40 CFR §264.31, and 401 KAR 34:030 Section 2. Additionally, this constitutes a release of hazardous waste. 

(10) Permitted Hazardous Waste Tanks in Area B (D-701 through D-706 along with D-901 and D-902) were found by inspectors to not be operating under negative pressure which resulted in a release of hazardous waste to the envirorunent. (See page 12 of the EPA report.) This rdease of hazardous waste is a violation of Permit Condition II.C.1, 40 CFR §264.31 and 401 KAR 34:030 Section 2 which require these tanks to be maintained to minimize the 
•:. 'ot;l!, it.: lj • possibility of a sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste _ .. · • . th '1 Addi" all thi . I fh d ... t...- . ; •.• ~ 1. .. \~_....~ ~ ·-~hi~i!~~1..\~t:-ln~·,\.: 

i:n~~··-·:::1.:~. ~op~t·tu~~~to. ~~~ . non y, s constitutes are ease o azar ous•Wasle. ;.. -• .: ~ , ~. ... ~ ... • ·~~ol.::O.....;..t:. ...... ~~-~~}1 .. , ,; • - -- . ... ' .. :--- .4..- .. ... .. - . ::t:·:t, :r.~n~r· (lU}:...;:· P,'":.,·~ttooii ~ d W t Tank · AI ·B (D 701 thro :,,ln 7~hl~r..t.?,i .:-flt$'=rd: ~~: w:~t~ ~~·-~' .: ·:r• \'..".J ·' ~ _ .: ..; ~~··...;~ ,. ... ~. 1. ~ar ous as e s m ea.- - u9"1·~-i\t -' "'' _n~,)Yl _ ... •. . ,. , •. 
'\1_'\ ~. il~.t; I ' 'r\ t9Q· U ~- ~ 1'\ Dll2' .-. ~ db • t tb • t d ~... . .. . f...: • .! J t !lt·-• ..,. ~r.:l~u"'"' u J 1 '1"\~,... ,u, •· 
; ~ •. ~ ;. ;..,-.. ~':' .! B!:lO .v::?-"~ 2 were. ~'?un ymspec ors no emg opera e anu·mm a_tne<~:·apl'pr~~~"''': ~ · .. : ~ r • 
.• 1 _.cl ti './b\: 11 :,btm.':12'1 li~a.... (S 14 d 15 fth EPA "1'1 1)·t:r..rt!H:i .;;Z ~~·t.Y-l ·t· - ........ •' •1f '' ':::-~.-,_ il~ ··-· 1 • 

. _e ow a Qsp mc pr~sure. ee pages an o e rep«?r:t. -lms.aS"-41 ~o· atton.o 40 CFR·.·§z6f 1033(j){2). !II r ·rJ~ : .f ;· lu> "IHt: ~ JJ~ t!:;t!; :J;.- ,...~,... ......;:.... "":"\ • ~" . r '-. ' .. ·:~- ..... .:6--~- .:.~ .. _. ~,~ n. •f.'i,· ,.._~ - - •-.... - ... 1 ~~ I Lc :.tu~ r.. .Lt L· ' i~ L~·, ,... ~ .. :. t•·; :~~~~:.'<r~:~J"h~p~[~:v~tsystem forthepermittedHazardous WasteiT~~l~:~ ~ritJ.f! · ~~-· 1 ":.-, ~-;1 ·: 
.. \~-'t.s .. ·- • .:..:; ghn~o".' l ''~ "thD90l dD902) · d ·~l:hi-o.at:.•"'' ' !·~·-· · ·~·· 1nt-1 ' 1 ~ ,.~ 1 ~ 
r -~ ·: • :::: "~ou · - t 'l:a .. ~Ii6 WI - · an - was not morutore to (!nsure proper operatton • ~- \ · ""'·'" • -- anCI maintenance. (See page 15 of the EPA report.) This is a violation 'of·· '1 , ,. ' t r.~ • . ~ ,. ••••.. '" •. " • ...... :::: ............. · i ' 40 CFR §265.1 033(k)( 1 )(i-ii). . ' · . ·" ,J • .. 11 .. &~ 7'"""1 1 .. (),. 

~ . - -. :.~--: (13) ~ For ~~t~itted Hazardous Waste Tanks j~ Area -B (D-701 througb 0110~ along· . ~· · ~ with D-901 and D-902) Calgon failed to determine, for each piece of equipment, whether the equipment contains or contacts a hazardous waste with an organic concentration that equals or exceeds 10 percent by weight. (See page 15 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of 40 CFR §265.1063(d). 

(14) Calgon failed to control air pollutant emissions from the permitted Hazardous Waste Tanks in Area B (D-70 I through D-706 along with 0·90 1 and D-902) as required by 40 CFR §265.1082(b), 40 CFR §265.1085(d)(3), and 40 CFR §265.1085(g). (Seepage 15 ofthe EPA report.) This is a violation of this regulation. Additionally, this constitutes a release of hazardous waste. 
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(15) Calgon failed to maintain adequate records for its permitted Hazardous Waste Tanks in Area B (D-701 through D-706 along with D-901 and D-902). (See page 16 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of 40 CFR §265.1090(e). 

( 16} Calgon failed to give notice to the Director of the closure of the furnace feed tank associated with its carbon regeneration unit. (See page 18 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit Condition III.E.IO; 401 KAR 38:040 Section 3(l)(d); and 40 CFR §270.42(a)(2), Appendix I, Section D.l .b. 

( 17) Calgon failed to submit an amended closure plan and close the furnace feed tank associated with its carbon regeneration unit. (See page 18 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit Condition 11.0.3; 401 KAR 34:070 Section 3; and 40 CFR §264.112(c). 

(18) Calgon failed to bring its thermal treatment process to a steady state condition of operation before adding hazardous waste. (See pages 19 and 21 of the EPA report.) 1his is a violation of 40 CFR §265.373 and 401 KAR 35:250 Section 2. 

( 19) Calgon failed to sufficiently analyze previously untreated waste in its thermal pr~Jcess in order to establish steady state or other appropriate operating conditions. (See page 20 of m!arior'!' ..:d: .. v,.,# the EPA report.) This is a violation o£40 CFR §265.375 and 401 KAR 35:250 Section 3. 
I • ... ~~·l:l.J~il~!.L . ~:tt' 

, . (22) Calgon released hazardous waste on the concrete floor of the CRU bag houSe area :_;:,1~-~:·•.;-­and on the paved areas outside cfthis building. (See page 23 of the EPA report.) This release ofhazardous waste is a violation of 40 CFR §265.31 and 401 KAR 35:030 Section 2, which require the facility to be maintained to minimize the possibility of a sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents to the soil. Additionally, this constitutes a release of hazardous waste. 

(23) Calgon failed to demonstrate the bag house dust generated by CRU•s air pollution control system is an effective substitute for hydrated lime and failed to perform laboratory analysis on the bag house dust used as a product substitute. (See pages 23 and 24 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of 40 CFR §261.2(e)(l )(ii) and 401 KAR 31 :01 0; and 401 KAR 35:020 Section 4( I )(a); and 40 CFR §265.13(a)(l ). 
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\ (24) ) Calgon failed to determine if carbon sediment dredged from stonn water lagoons is hazardous waste by performing laboratory analysis on spent carbon sediment stored directly on the ground. (See page 25 ofthe EPA report.) This is a violation of401 KAR 35:020 Section 4(1)(a); and 40 CFR §265.13(a)(1). 

{25) Calgon failed to document weekly inspections of its 90 Day or Less Storage Area for almost one year. {See pages 30 and 31 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of 401 KAR 35:020 Section 6(4). 

(26) Calgon failed to record inspections of hazardous waste containers in accordance with the requirements of RCRA Permit, Part VI, Attachment II, Section F-2(a). (See page 34 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit Condition Part II, Section 11.1.5, and Part VI, Attachment II, Section F-2(a). 

(27) Calgon failed to inspect the secondary containment system for tanks in Area B, at least daily, for almost one year. (See page 34 of the EPA report.) This is a violation of Permit Condition Part 11.8.4, 40 CFR §264.195(b)(3), and 401 KAR 34:190 Section 6(2)(c). 

The OSR provides the facility an opportunity to request an informal conference with responsible officials to discuss the basis for the facility's unacceptable determination under the rule. The written request for an informal conference must be made within I 0 calendar days from the date of this notice. 

Upon receipt of a timely written request, EPA shall provide the opportunity for such conference no later than 30 calendar days after the date of this notice, if possible. During the informal conference Calgon may discuss with EPA the basis for the underlying violations and/or release, and their relevance to the facility's acceptability to receive OSR waste. 
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Calgon may submit written comments within 30 days from the date of this notice in addition to, or in lieu of, requesting an informal conference. The failure to request an informal conference or submit written comments will result in no further consideration by EPA during the 60 calendar days after the date of this notice. 

IfCalgon requests an informal conference and/or submits written comments within the specified time frames to EPA for review by responsible officials, EPA will inform Calgon of its decision after the informal conference and review of comments. Unless the information provided is sufficient to support an acceptable determination, the facility will become unacceptable on the GOth calendar day after issuance of the initial notice. 

Within I 0 calendar days of receipt of the notice from EPA that the supplemental information is insufficient to support an acceptable determination, Calgon may request that the unacceptable determination be reconsidered by the Regional Administrator (RA). Reconsideration may be by review of records, by conference, or by other methods deemed appropriate by the RA. The reconsideration will be conducted within 60 calendar days of the date of the initial notice, if possible, and does not automatically stay the unacceptable determination beyond the 60-day period. The owner/operator will receive notice in writing of the decision of the RA. 

cc: R. Bruce Scott, Commissioner, KYDEP 
Anthony R. Hatton, Director, Division of Waste Management, KYDEP 
Jeffrey Cummins, Acting Director, Division of Enforcemen4 KYDEP 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT~ON AGENCY 

REGION 4 

345 COURTLAND STREET, N.E. 

4WD-RCRA 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Mary B. Loeffelholz 
Environmental Engineer 
Facilities Engineering 
calgon Carbon Corporation 
P.O. Box 717 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365 

MAY 0 2 J995 

Pittsburgh, PA 15230 - 0717 

SUBJ: CERCLA Off-Site Rule: Affirmative Determination of 
Acceptability for Calgon Carbon Corporation, Big Sandy 
Plant, Catlettsburg, Kentucky. 
EPA I.D. No. KYD 005 009 923 

Dear Ms. Loeffelholz: 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has made an 
affirmative determination of acceptability for the receipt of 
off-site waste at Calgon Carbon Corporation (Calgon), in 
Catlettsburg, Kentucky, EPA I.D. No. KYD 005 009 923. Pursuant 
to 40 C.F.R. § 300.440(a) (4), EPA has completed an assessment of 
Calgon and finds Calgon conditionally acceptable for the receipt 
of off-site waste. Such off-site wastes are defined as those 
wastes generated as a result of activities authorized pursuant 
to, or funded by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) . 

On September 22, 1993, EPA amended the National Oil and 
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP), 40 C.F.R. 
Part 300, by adding Section 300.400, now known as the Off-Site 
Rule. This rule implements and codifies the requirements 
contained in CERCLA Section 121(d) (3), and incorporates many 
provisions of the November 13, 1987, OSWER Directive 
(no. 9834.11), known as the Off-Site Policy. The Off-Site Rule 
establishes the criteria and procedures for determining if 
facilities are acceptable for the off-site receipt of CERCLA 
waste, and outlines the actions affected by the standard. 

This affirmative determination of Calgon is based upon 
compliance with the violations recited in the November 3, 1994, 
CERCLA Unacceptable Notice. EPA has received verbal notice from 
the Kentucky Department for Environmental Protection (KDEP), that 
Calgon is in compliance with the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) . 
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To achieve full compliance with RCRA, the Unacceptable 
Notice required that Calgon immediately achieve compliance with 
outstanding violations and submit an adequate Waste Analysis Plan 
(WAP) for Calgon's Carbon Regeneration Unit pursuant to 
40 C.F.R. § 265, Subpart P. Calgon has submitted a draft WAP for 
EPA's review pursuant to this requirement. However, it has come 
to EPA's attention that at the time the 40 C.F.R. Part 265, 
Subpart P violation was discovered (August, 1994, inspection), 
KDEP was not authorized for this portion of the regulations. 
This portion of the regulation does not become subject to Federal 
implementation until such time as the Commonwealth of Kentucky is 
authorized for this regulation. EPA will therefore not require 
Calgon to submit a revised WAP pursuant to Subpart P. 

Not withstanding the authorization status of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky, Calgon should be aware that a valid 
requirement exists for an adequate WAP under the Kentucky 
regulation . Calgon should work with Kentucky to ensure that 
Calgon is in compliance with all of the requirements of 
Kentucky's RCRA Program. 

Calgon should be advised that this affirmation is 
conditional based upon full compliance with all RCRA regulations 
which include any State regulations, enforcement actions, and/or 
Notices of Violations. The Agency reserves the right to revisit 
this decision should any new information affecting this 
determination develop . If you should have any questions 
concerning this matter, please contact Larry Lamberth of the RCRA 
Compliance Section, at (404) 347-3555 ext. 6399. 

Sincerely yours, 

n ~~~ 
.~h R. F~nz~thes 
Director 
Waste Management Division 

cc: Caroline P. Haight, KDEP 
Edmond Burks, EPA Region 4, RCS 
Doug Lair, EPA Region 4, Emergency Response 
Dave Epperly, Office of Solid Waste, EPA HQ, 5303 


